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COMMUNICATION IS KEY TO COORDINATION 


PROJECT NOTIFICATION AND REVIEW SYSTEM 


An on-going intergovernmental coordination service 
is provided by the Area Planning Board through its 
implementation of the Project Notification and Re- 
view System (PNRS). PNRS, also known as ““A-95 Re- 
view,” is a means by which federally assisted projects 
may be coordinated with local plans, policies and 
programs. 


Through the use of Clearinghouses, such as the APB, 
™>cal governments and agencies are notified of appli- 
cations for Federal assistance that may affect their 
communities, plans and programs. Notified govern- 
ments and agencies are also given the opportunity to 
comment with regard to the consistency of the pro- 
posal with their existing or proposed plans and pro- 
grams. Additionally, the Ciearinghouse reviews the 
proposal to determine its consistency with Compre- 
hensive Areawide Plans. 


At the close of the review process, Clearinghouse 
comments and comments received by the Clearing- 
house from noiified agencies are forwarded to the 
applicant for attachment to his application for federal 
funding assistance. Federal funding agencies are obli- 
gated to consider these comments when making a 
funding decision. 


The PNRS is based upon the following premises: 


“- Fundamental .to coordination is communication; 
therefore, 
- If people who should be talking to each other 
are put in a position of having to talk to each 
-_ other, then 
- They may come to identify and understand their 
communities of interest and areas of conflict; 
and, if they do, then 
- They may cooperate in pursuit of their common 
interests and try to negotiate their differences; 


- To the extent that they do, federally assisted: 


programs and projects are more likely to . 
be better coordinated, resulting in dollar 
savings, better projects and more value for 
public investment. 


In short, A-95 cannot assure coordination, but it is 
designed to create a climate for intergovernmental 
cooperation in which coordination. is more likely to 
come about.” * 


PNRS at work: APB A-95 coordinator Kerry Sheehan (Right) reviews 
an application with Barbara Hurst, Dir. of United Way Senior Services 
Coordination Program. 


PALM BEACH COUNTY PARTICIPANTS 


The Area Planning Board is the designated A-95 
Clearinghouse for Palm Beach County. As such, the 
APB is at the hub of A-95 activities. The agency pro- 
vides the communication linkages between Federal 
agencies, applicants for federal funds and govern- 
ments and agencies which may be affected by the 
applicant’s proposal. 


*OMB Circular No. A-95, What It Is - How 
It Works, Office of Management and Budget, 
1976. 


The latter two groups make up the backbone of the 
system. Through the application and notification 
processes, scores of local governments, special dis- 
tricts, planning agencies and private non-profit orga- 
nizations participate in the review. It is the coopera- 
tion of these entities that provides the actual com- 
munication network of the system. 


The following questions are most frequently asked by 
PNRS participants. For convenience, the questions 
have been organized into two groups: questions asked 
by applicants for Federal assistance, and questions 
asked by governments and agencies who have been 
notified of a Federal funding proposal which may 
potentially affect their jurisdiction. 


APPLICANTS FOR FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 


7, Must Palm Beach County applicants submit 
their applications to  Clearinghouses other 
than the Area Planning Board of Palm Beach 
County? 


YES. Applications for Federal assistance generated 
in Palm Beach County must be submitted for re- 
view and comment to three (3) Clearinghouses: 
The Area Planning Board of Palm Beach County, 
Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council, and the 
Florida Division of State Planning, Bureau of Inter- 
governmental Relations. Although not required, it 
is recommended that applicants submit 3 copies 
of the application to each Clearinghouse to facili- 
tate processing. 


2. What is a “Notification of intent”? What informa- 
tion need be submitted to meet the requirements 
of this procedure? 


The “Notification of Intent” or “NOI” is the first 
phase of the two-phase process that constitutes 
the A-95 System. The NO! is essentially a declara- 
tion of intent to apply fer Federal funding assist- 
ance. At this point, the decision to seek funding 
has been made and preparation of the application 
may have been initiated. The applicant submits a 
brief summary of the proposal to the Clearing- 
houses to determine the consistency of the pro- 
posed project with areawide plans and the extent 
to which it may duplicate, run counter to, or need 
to be coordinated with other programs in the area. 
The purpose of this phase is to resolve potential 
problems or conflicts prior to preparation of the 
final application. The second phase of the system 
is submittal of the full, or completed application 
to the Clearinghouse for review. 


The Area Planning Board encourages applicants to 
utilize the NO! phase of the A-95 process. Submitted 
information should include a letter requesting review 
pursuant to OMB Circular A-95, Standard Form 424 


and a brief narrative of the proposa! outlining the 
need for the project or program; its objectives; the 
method by which it will be carried out; and, how the 
project will be coordinated with other governments 


and agencies. “ 


3. ls an applicant required to submit both a Notifica- ~ 
tion of Intent (NOI) and a completed application 
to the Clearinghouses? 


The applicant has several options. He may submit 
an NO! early in the application preparation process. 
Normally, the Clearinghouse will “sign-off” upon 
completion of this review, although it is within the 
prerogative of the Clearinghouse to request review 
of the final or completed application. The second 
alternative is to submit the completed application 
for review without prior submittal of an NOI. In 
some cases, preparation of an application is very 
simple and can be accomplished in little time. In 
such cases, preparation of an NO! may be super- 
fluous, and it is simpler to submit the completed 
application to the Clearinghouses. 


4. How much time is a Clearinghouse permitted to 


conduct review of a proposal submitted in accord- 
ance with OMB Circular A-95? | 


The Clearinghouse is allowed thirty (30) Jays after 
receipt of an NO! to notify potentially affected 


jurisdictions and agencies of the proposa! and TO om 


arrange consultation with the applicant regarding 
problems and conflicts that may have been identi- 
fied. The review may be completed in this period 
and comments may be submitted to the appiicant. 
if the review is not completed during this period, 
the Clearinghouse may work with the applicant in 
the resolution of any problems during the period 
in which the application is being completed. 


An additional thirty (30) days are allowed Clear- 
inghouses upon receipt of the completed applica- 
tion. The Clearinghouse is allowed sixty (60) days 
to review an application that was not preceded by 
an NOI. 


5. What agencies and/or governments will be notified 
by the Clearinghouses of a propesal submitted for 
A-95 Review? 


The Circular requires that any potentially affected 
jurisdictions and agencies be notified of the pro- 
posal for Federal funds. The Area Planning Board 
notifies local governments, special districts, plan- 
ning bodies, private non-profit agencies, and in 
some cases private organizations serving the public 


interest. m 
6. Is an applicant required to resubmit for Clearing- _— 


house review an application for continuation or 
renewal funding? 


(Continued on page &}: 
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The Area Planning Board received 122 applications for review during the 12-month period from January 1, 1977 
through December 31, 1977. These applications were for projects totaling $67,318,547. Federal share amounted to 
$57,579,320, State share $4,671,584 and local funds of $5,067,643 for the required matching portions. 


APPLICATIONS FOR PROJECTS 


Total: $ 39,003,440 Total:$ 71,027,886 Total:$ 67,318,547 


FEDERAL 
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Table | lists the agencies and jurisdictions which applied for federal assistance, the total dollar amounts of the ap- 
plications and the functional category in which application was made for the period January 1, 1977 through 


December 31, 1977. 


TABLE | 


APPLICANTS AND DOLLAR AMOUNT BY FUNCTIONAL CATEGORY 


APPLICANT 
Belle Glade 


Boca Raton 


Comm. Dev, 
Block Grant 
Program 


lealth Fac. 
& Services 


Criminal 
Justice 


Human Resource 


Housing Development 


408,000 


Boynton Beach 


Delray Beach 


280,280 
(6) 766,975) 20,060 


‘Solid Waste, 


Piannin 
ie Water & Sewer 


Local Capital 
Assistance 


Improvements Recreation 


45,000 


320,927 


179,000 


116,000 


Fl. Dept. of Envt'l, Regltn. [ee 500,000 
Fl. Dept. of Transportation Ss ee 

Fi. Dept. of Hith. & Rehabilitative Serv. 171,127 

Job Opportunity/Training Service 

Jupiter 

Lake Worth 125,000 
Lantana 

Lox. River Environmental Control Distr. 

Mid County Medical Center 725,000 

Pahokee 

P&C Board of County Commissioners 4,283,000 (20)1,193,283 (9) 6,601,182 


PBC Center for Group Counseling 


PBC Habilitation Center 


(2) 151,647 


PBC Health Department 


PBC Comp. Comm. Mental Health Ctr. : 


(3) 1,068,597 


140,415 


751,783 


PBC Migrant Health Center 


629,789 


PBC Transit Authority 


Private Developers (Loans) 


(29}1,213,600 


Riviera Beach 


(2) 7,905,373 


South Bay 


So. County Mental Health Center 


1,842,052 


Treasure Coast Regional Plan. Council 


United Way of PBC 


68,615 


1,700,000 


West Palm Beach (Loan) 


1,138,000 


WPB Housing Authority 


5,500,000 


Transportation 


(4) 8,883,000 


(2) 3,177,800 
18,500 


61,595 


(2) 1,595,886 


TOTAL 


{6)6,390,000'; {(21)1,473,563 | (10)7,261,642 |(30)6,713,600 | (19)11,903,839 


(_) Number of applications included in project costs. 


{12)12,802,048 (5)594,500 


(4)4,222,574 (5)2,220,000 


(10)13,736,781 


Table I! lists jurisdictions and agencies which applied for federal funding assistance and the federal agency to which 
the applications were made, for the period January 1, 1977 through December 31, 1977. 


TABLE Il 
FEDERAL FUNDING AGENCY 


a ES ee “., 


APPLICANT 
Belle Glade 


Boca Raton 


= 


H 


Boynton Beach 


CSA DOI DOL qE = EPA Eharva|Fmna H 
= 1 
z He 
Delray Beach 2 = 
Fi, Dept. of Environmental Regltn. = 
Fl. Dept. of Transportation a) 
Greenacres City 
Gulfstream Areawide Co. on Aging 1 | 
Health Planning Council z= 


Health and Rehabilitative Services 


Job Opportunity/Training Services 


Jupiter ak 

-| Ie He 
Lake Worth 
Lantana = | 1 
Loxahatchee River Envt'l. Contr. District 

= => 

Mid County Medical Center | 1 
Pahokee 


DO 
E| 
| 1 
PBC Board of County Commissioners i 1 3 2 
PBC Center for Group Counseling 
PBC Habilitative Center 
+- + 
PBC Health Department 
PBC Mental Health Center | 1 
6 | 1 


e 


+ 


m 


PBC Migrant Health Center 


PBC Transit Authority 


Private Developers 29 


Riviera Beach 


South Bay 


South County Mental Health Center 


Treasure Coast Regional Planning Council 


United Way of PBC 


West Paim Beach 


WPB Housing Authority 


E 
+ 

1 

2 10 4 29 4 


FEDERAL FUNDING AGENCY CODE FEDERAL FUNDING AGENCY CODE 


TOTAL 


2 


CSA - Community Services Administration FHA - Federal Housing Administration 

DO! - Department of the Interior VA - Veterans Administration 

DOL - Department of Labor FmHA - Farmer’s Home Administration 

DOT - Department of Transportation HEW - Department of Health, Education dnd Welfare 
EDA - Economic Development Administration HUD - Department of Housing and Urban Development 
EPA - Environmental Protection Agency LEAA - Law Enforcement Assistance Administration 


NOAA - National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 


Table III illustrates the number of applications, source of funds and functional category, for the period January 1, 
1977 through December 31, 1977. 


TABLE Ill 
DOLLAR AMOUNT BY FUNCTIONAL CATEGORY 


Number of 
FUNCTIONAL CATEGORY Applications Local State Federal Total 


Community Development Block Grant Program 


fs 24000 | o | seses | $ 6.900000 
Criminal Justice 1,473,563 
Health Facilities & Services 7,261,642 
> > oaa oa 
722,504 71,905 839 

2000 | © | meoo | 12,802,048 am 
594 500 

moma 
Solid Waste, Sewer and Water 74000 = | 000 =| 22200 
Transportation 13,736,781 


TOTAL 122 $5,067,643 $4,671,584 $57,579,320 $67,318,547 
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Housing 
Human Resource Development 


N 


Local Capital Improvements 
Planning Assistance 
Recreation 
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Applications for annual renewal or continuation 
grants are subject to review upon request of the 
Clearinghouse. It is the policy of the Area Plan- 
ning Board to require resubmittal of all applica- 
tions of this nature. A formal review will be con- 
ducted when preliminary staff review indicates the 
application includes new substantive activities or 
substantive changes in the original application. 


. Do Clearinghouse comments constitute approval or 
disapproval of an application for Federal funds? 


It must be emphasized that Clearinghouse com- 
ments are advisory only and do not constitute ap- 
proval or disapproval of an application for Federal 
funds. A Clearinghouse may recommend approval 
or disapproval of an application, but the final de- 
cision rests with the Federal funding agency. 


_ Is it the responsibility of the Clearinghouse to 
notify the Federal funding agency of Clearinghouse 
comments? 


NO. Ciearinghouse comments and comments re- 
ceived from notified agencies should be attached to 
the completed application by the applicant for 
transmittal to the funding agency. 


. What programs are covered by OMB Circular A-95? 


Appendix | of the Catalog of Federai Domestic As- 
sistance contains a listing of Federal programs 
covered by Circular A-95. 


This catalog is available for use at the Area Pian- 
ning Board office. Applicants may also contact the 
Area Planning Board A-95 Coordinator by tele- 
phone or letter for this information. 


NOTIFIED AGENCIES 


1. What should be the subject matter of a notified 
agency's comments? 


Comments normally reflect the consistency of the 
proposal with the agency’s existing or proposed 
plans, policies and programs. Comments may in- 
clude advice toward improvement of the proposal; 
the extent to which the proposal duplicates or 
needs to be coordinated with other community 
plans or programs; and its effect upon the natural, 
social or economic environments. 


. If a notified agency does not respond, is this 
interpreted as support for the proposal? 


NO. Notified agencies are not obligated to respond 
but are encouraged to submit comments whether 
of a positive or negative nature. Should an agency 
choose not to respond, the Clearinghouse simply 
assumes “no comment.” 


. Why is so little information regarding the proposal 
transmitted with the notification? 


A “Notification of Intent” (NOI) is designed to 


provide a brief description of a project or program 
that is usually in an early stage of formulation. 
The “early warning” provided by the NO! creates 
a “sounding board” for the applicant through feed- 
back from the community prior to costly ap- 
plication preparation. 


. Why is a notified agency requested to send a copy 


of its comments to Treasure Coast Regional Plan- 
ning Council (TCRPC)? 

Both Clearinghouses are responsible for review of 
applications generated in Palm Beach County. The 
two agencies coordinate the notification process: 
TCRPC notifies those agencies whose jurisdiction 
is geographically greater than Palm Beach County; 
APB notifies those agencies and governments whose 
jurisdictions are geographically equal to or less 
than Palm Beach County. This procedure avoids 
duplication of effort and confusion among notified 
agencies. 


. Is it mandatory for the notified agency to take 


Council or Board action on the subject proposal? 


YES. The Area Planning Board requests that com- 
ments reflect the agency’s official position. How- 
ever, due to time constraints, the “sign-off” of the 
chief administrative officer is encouraged, con- 
tingent upon later concurrence of the governing 
body. 


. Who should a notified agency contact when ques- 


tions arise or additional information is required 
during review of the proposal? 


Notified agencies who require additional informa- 
tion are encouraged to contact the applicant. In 
some cases, copying costs prohibit transmittal of a 
full application by the Clearinghouse. Notified 
agencies are invited to study the complete applica- 
tion at the Area Planning Board offices. 


. How are agency comments utilized by the Clear- 


inghouse? 

Comments received from notified agencies are con- 
sidered by the Area Planning Board when review- 
ing the subject proposal. In addition, all comments 
are forwarded to the applicant for attachment 
to the application for Federal assistance, in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of OMB Circular. 
A-95. 


. What action can be taken by a notified agency 


which finds that a proposal for Federal assistance 
will adversely affect its plans or programs? 


The agency or government may make written.com- 
ment to the Clearinghouses and/or make oral com- 
ment at the designated Area Planning Board meet- 


‘ing. In addition, agencies are encouraged to contact 


the applicant or request that Area Planning Board 
staff call a meeting of the affected parties. 
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